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PREFATORY. 


Some  time  ago  Hon.  Chas.  I.  Landis,  President  Judge  of 
the  Courts  of  this  county — which  for  a  long  time  has  been 
the  second  judicial  district  of  Pennsylvania — privately  ex¬ 
pressed  his  purpose  of  having  painted  and  framed  the  por¬ 
traits  of  his  predecessors  in  office,  and  to  present  them  to  the 
local  Bar  Association.  It  was  his  request  that  there  should 
be  no  advance  publication  of  the  fact  and  no  formal  cere¬ 
mony  of  presentation.  The  President  of  the  Association 
was  asked  to  appoint  a  committee  to  receive  them  and  over¬ 
see  their  proper  hanging  and  display,  and  they  have  been 
placed  on  the  walls  of  the  main  Court  Room.  The  follow¬ 
ing  is  the  correspondence  on  the  subject: 

Tender  of  the  Pictures. 

“  Second  Judicial  District,  Judges’  Chambers, 

“Lancaster,  Pa.,  August  i,  1913. 
“My  Dear  Mr.  Hensel:  With  the  aid  of  Mr.  Conyngham 
and  Mr.  Atlee,  the  committee  appointed  by  you,  there  have 
been  placed  in  Court  Room  No.  1  the  paintings  of  the  eight 
President  Judges  who  preceded  me  in  that  office.  I  now, 
through  you,  present  them  to  the  Lancaster  County  Bar 
Association.  I  hope  they  will  ornament  the  Court  Room, 
and  also  prove  of  some  benefit  to  the  Bar  and  the  public  at 
large. 

“  I  remain, 

“  Very  truly  yours, 

“  CHAS.  I.  LANDIS, 

“  To  W.  U.  Hensel,  Esq.,  President  of  the  Lancaster  County 
Bar  Association.” 
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Mr.  Hensel’s  Acknowledgment. 

“Lancaster,  Pa.,  August  6,  1913. 

“Dear  Judge  Landis:  Pending  a  regular  meeting  of  the 
Bar  Association  and  lacking  an  opportune  time  to  call  a 
special  meeting,  I  anticipate  the  proper  action  of  that  body 
by  gratefully  accepting  for  it  your  munificent  and  generous 
gift — richly  and  tastefully-framed  oil  portraits  of  all  your 
eight  predecessors  in  the  high  office  of  President  Judge  of 
the  Courts  of  this  great  judicial  district. 

“  This  collection  constitutes  a  perennial  benefaction  alike 
to  the  Bench  and  Bar  and  to  the  people  of  Lancaster  county. 
It  has  not  only  great  intrinsic  value,  but  is  of  inestimable 
public  service  both  from  an  historic  and  a  professional  point 
of  view.  A  most  impressive  popular  lesson  is  taught  by  the 
too  seldom  recognized  fact  that  in  the  long  period  of  one 
hundred  and  twenty-two  years  only  nine  persons  have  been 
called  to  fill  the  most  exalted  office  in  our  county.  This 
speaks  most  significantly  for  the  conservatism  of  our  people 
and  for  the  fidelity  and  ability  of  their  judicial  servants. 
Thanks  to  your  universally  recognized  probity,  ability  and 
industry,  it  will  be  long  before  there  are  any  additions  to  this 
list.  When  the  time  comes  for  your  own  portrait  to  be 
added  to  this  gallery  appreciative  friends  will  be  prompt  to 
put  it  into  its  own  place  of  deserved  honor. 

“You  and  the  association  are  to  be  especially  congratu¬ 
lated  on  your  felicitous  choice  of  artists  for  the  responsible 
and  difficult  task  of  making  us  all  familiar  with  the  lasting 
lineaments  of  your  predecessors,  only  two  of  whom  were 
personally  known  to  this  generation  of  lawyers  and  laymen. 
Happily  both  artists  selected  are  native  to  our  own  Lan¬ 
caster  county  soil  and  citizenship.  In  assigning  to  Mr.  J. 
Augustus  Beck,  of  Harrisburg,  the  task  of  painting  most  of 
the  earlier  President  Judges — Atlee,  Henry,  Lewis  and 
Collins — you  recognized  one  of  artistic  lineage  and  long  ex¬ 
perience,  whose  many  earlier  and  later  works  illustrate  his 
taste  and  skill  and  prove  that  age  has  not  dimmed  his  eye 
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nor  abated  his  natural  strength.  In  commissioning  Miss 
Helen  Thurlow  to  portray  the  judges  later  in  time  of  ser¬ 
vice,  Judges  Franklin,  Champneys,  Long  and  Livingston, 
you  showed  fit  appreciation  of  the  unmistakable  talents  and 
promise  of  a  representative  of  our  younger  faithful  workers 
in  the  field  of  portraiture. 

“From  every  point  of  view  the  work  of  donor  and  artists 
has  been  well  done,  and  well  deserves  the  appreciation  of  all 
who  are  interested  in  the  perpetuation  of  our  local  history. 

“  Believe  me,  with  great  personal  and  professional  regard, 

“  Sincerely  yours, 

“  W.  U.  HENSEL. 

“  President  of  the  Lancaster  County  Bar  Association. 

“To  the  Honorable  Charles  I.  Landis,  President  Judge  of 

the  Second  Judicial  District  (Lancaster  county),  Pa.” 

Arrangement  of  the  Pictures. 

The  portraits  of  the  eldest  of  the  Judges  hang  on  the  north 
wall,  Judge  Atlee  to  the  right  (west  wall)  and  Judge  Henry 
on  the  left  (east)  of  the  bench.  Their  successors  alternate 
according  to  seniority  on  the  east  and  west  sides  of  the 
spacious  room — Judges  Franklin,  Champneys  and  Long  on 
the  west,  and  Judges  Collins,  Lewis  and  Livingston  on  the 
east.  The  earlier  Judges  were  portrayed  by  Beck,  and  the 
later  by  Miss  Thurlow,  as  set  forth  in  Mr.  Hensel's  letter. 
Necessarily  they  were  all  painted  from  copies,  as  the  subjects 
have  been  long  since  deceased.  To  those  who  knew  Judges 
Champneys,  Long  and  Livingston  the  presentment  of  their 
features  is  familiar  and  faithful.  The  frames  of  all  the 
pictures  are  uniform  in  style,  and  add  very  much  to  the 
general  appearance  of  the  gallery. 
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WILLIAM  AUGUSTUS  ATLEE. 

William  Augustus  Atlee  was  born  in  Philadelphia  on 
July  i,  1735.  Having  moved  to  Lancaster  County,  he  read 
law  with  Edward  Shippen,  Esq.,  and  was  admitted  to  the 
Bar  on  August  3,  1758.  He  was  elected  Chief  Burgess  of 
the  Borough  of  Lancaster  on  September  15,  1770,  and  was 
thrice  afterwards  chosen  to  that  office.  On  the  breaking 
out  of  the  war  of  the  American  Revolution,  he  became 
chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Safety  of  Lancaster, 
and  on  August  16,  1777,  was  appointed  by  the  Supreme 
Council  of  the  State  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  his  colleagues  being  Thomas  McKean  and  John 
Evans.  He  was  re-appointed  to  the  Supreme  Court  on 
August  9,  1784.  On  August  17,  1791,  he  was  appointed, 
by  Governor  Thomas  Mifflin,  under  the  Constitution  of 
1790  and  the  Act  of  Assembly  of  April  13,  1791,  3  Sm.  L. 
28,  dividing  the  state  into  five  districts,  President  Judge  of 
the  Second  Judicial  District  of  Pennsylvania,  then  com¬ 
posed  of  the  Counties  of  Chester,  Lancaster,  York  and 
Dauphin.  He  held  this  office  until  the  date  of  his  death, 
which  occurred  on  September  9,  1793.  His  remains  are  in¬ 
terred  in  St.  James  Episcopal  Graveyard  in  Lancaster  City. 
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JOHN  JOSEPH  HENRY. 

The  successor  of  Judge  Atlee  was  John  Joseph  Henry. 
He  was  a  son  of  Judge  William  Henry,  and  was  born 
in  the  Borough  of  Lancaster  on  November  4,  1758.  At 
the  age  of  fourteen,  he  was  apprenticed  to  an  uncle, 
who  was  a  gunsmith,  and  with  him  removed  to  Detroit. 
Having  started  with  a  single  guide,  who  died  on  the  way, 
he  shortly  afterwards  returned  to  his  father’s  home  in 
Lancaster.  In  the  fall  of  1775,  he  clandestinely  became 
a  member  of  Captain  Smith’s  company  of  Col.  Thomp¬ 
son’s  battalion  of  riflemen,  raised  in  Lancaster  County, 
and  with  it  he  joined  General  Benedict  Arnold,  who  was 
then  stationed  at  Cambridge,  Massachusetts.  He  served 
under  General  Arnold  during  the  autumn  and  winter  of 
1775  in  the  Quebec  campaign,  and,  having  been  taken 
prisoner,  he  lay  in  prison  for  nine  months.  After  his  death 
a  history  of  the  campaign,  addressed  by  him  to  his  children, 
and  entitled  “  An  Accurate  and  Interesting  Account  of  the 
Hardships  and  Sufferings  of  that  Band  of  Heroes  who 
Travelled  the  Wilderness  in  the  Campaign  against  Quebec  in 
1 775,”  was  published  in  this  city,  and  a  perusal  of  it  will 
well  repay  the  effort.  By  reason  of  his  confinement,  he 
contracted  scurvy,  and  as  a  consequence  developed  lameness 
in  one  of  his  legs.  He  was  unable  to  again  enter  the  army, 
and  he,  therefore,  commenced  the  study  of  law,  under 
Stephen  Chambers,  Esq.,  of  Lancaster.  He  subsequently 
married  Mr.  Chambers’  youngest  sister.  He  was  admitted 
to  the  Bar  during  February  Term,  1785,  and  practiced  law 
until  December  16,  1793,  when  he  was  appointed  President 
Judge  of  the  Second  Judicial  District  by  Governor  Thomas 
Mifflin.  By  the  Act  of  February  24,  1806,  P.  L.  334,  the 
state  was  divided  into  ten  Judicial  districts,  and  the  Second 
was  made  to  embrace  Lancaster,  York  and  Dauphin  Coun¬ 
ties.  He  resigned  his  office  in  the  latter  part  of  1810,  and 
died  on  April  15,  1811,  in  the  fifty-third  year  of  his  age. 
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His  remains  lie  buried  in  the  Moravian  Graveyard  on  North 
Prince  Street,  in  this  city,  where  there  is  a  small  marker 
erected  to  his  memory. 


WALTER  FRANKLIN. 

Walter  Franklin  was  not  a  native  of  this  county.  He 
was  born  in  New  York  on  May  7,  1773.  His  father, 
Thomas  Franklin,  moved  to  Philadelphia  in  1775,  and  in 
1792,  at  the  age  of  nineteen,  the  son  was  admitted  to  the 
Bar  of  that  county.  On  January  9,  1809,  he  was  appointed 
Attorney  General  of  the  state,  and  on  January  18,  1811, 
was  named  by  Governor  Simon  Snyder  as  President  Judge 
of  the  Second  Judicial  District,  then  made  up,  as  heretofore 
stated,  of  the  Counties  of  Lancaster,  York  and  Dauphin. 
By  the  Act  of  February  16,  1815,  P.  L.  22,  the  Legislature 
created  the  Twelfth  Judicial  District,  consisting  of  the 
Counties  of  Schuylkill,  Lebanon  and  Dauphin,  and  by  the 
Act  of  April  8,  1833,  P.  L.  215,  the  counties  of  Lancaster 
and  York  were  each  made  separate  districts.  They  have 
continued  so  ever  since.  Judge  Franklin  after  his  appoint¬ 
ment  settled  in  Lancaster,  and  he  continued  to  live  there  to 
the  time  of  his  death.  He  died  in  office  on  February  7, 
1836.  His  remains  rest  in  St.  James  Episcopal  Graveyard, 
in  this  city. 

On  January  29,  1818,  a  memorial  was  presented  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  complaining  of  the  official  mis¬ 
conduct  of  Walter  Franklin,  President  Judge,  and  Jacob 
Hibshman,  Associate  Judge,  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
of  Lancaster  County.  The  complaint  was  referred  to  a 
committee,  and,  on  its  report,  articles  of  impeachment  were 
prepared  and  presented  to  the  Senate  against  Judge  Walter 
Franklin  and  Associate  Judges  Jacob  Hibshman  and  Thomas 
Clarke.  The  basis  of  the  charge  was,  that  a  judgment  was 
obtained  before  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  by  Wilson  and 
Ramsey  against  a  certain  Daniel  Wolf,  for  the  sum  of 
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of  which  sum  Patton  Ross,  Esq.,  as  attorney  for 
the  plaintiffs,  received  from  the  Sheriff  of  Lancaster 
County,  by  virtue  of  an  execution,  $768.60,  and  did,  in 
virtue  of  a  letter  of  attorney  from  Ramsey  to  John  Martin, 
pay  over  to  the  said  Martin  $208.06,  and  afterwards  paid  to 
Wilson  the  further  sum  of  $210.00,  retaining  in  his  hands 
the  balance  of  $350.54;  that  Martin  and  Wilson  presented 
their  petition  to  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
of  Lancaster  County,  stating  that  Ross  unjustly  detained  the 
said  balance,  and  praying  the  Court  to  take  the  case  into 
consideration  and  cause  justice  to  be  done  by  directing  the 
money  to  be  paid  without  further  delay.  The  Judges  re¬ 
fused  to  interfere,  because  they  had  already  decided  the  case. 
It  appeared  that  the  Court,  prior  to  that  time,  had  ordered  an 
issue  to  be  joined  and  a  suit  to  be  instituted,  in  which  they 
made  John  Wilson  the  plaintiff  and  Patton  Ross  the  de¬ 
fendant,  contrary  to  the  will  and  remonstrance  of  Wilson, 
who  declared,  in  the  presence  of  the  Court,  that  he  would 
never  prosecute  the  suit.  It  was  alleged  that  the  Court 
should  have  heard  the  merits  of  the  petition,  and  was  guilty 
of  an  offense  in  refusing  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  Patton 
Ross.  Another  ground  set  forth  was,  that  a  Court  Martial 
was  held  in  the  County  of  Lancaster,  agreeably  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  several  Acts  of  Congress  and  the  Act  of  Assembly 
of  March  28,  1814,  for  the  trial  of  such  of  the  enrolled 
requisitions  of  the  President  of  the  United  States;  that  a 
certain  delinquent  militiaman,  by  the  name  of  Robert  W. 
Houston,  who  was  fined  by  the  said  Court  Martial,  brought 
suit  against  the  officers  and  members  of  the  same,  as  well  as 
the  Deputy  Marshal  of  the  United  States  who  levied  and 
collected  the  fine;  that  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Lancaster 
County  took  cognizance  of  the  case  and  proceeded  to  decide 
it  against  the  officers  of  the  Court  Martial.  After  the  facts 
were  heard  by  the  Senate,  the  case  came  up  for  action  on 
March  18,  1818,  and  upon  the  questions  being  submitted  by 
the  President  of  the  Senate,  on  the  first  article  of  impeach- 
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ment,  fourteen  members  said  guilty  and  sixteen  said  not 
guilty.  On  the  second  article  of  impeachment,  seven  mem¬ 
bers  said  guilty  and  twenty-three  said  not  guilty.  There¬ 
upon  the  President  of  the  Court  of  Impeachment,  address¬ 
ing  the  Judges,  said:  ‘‘Gentlemen:  The  Constitution  de¬ 
clares  that  ‘  no  person  shall  be  convicted  without  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  two-thirds  of  the  members  present,’  and  as  that 
number  have  not  concurred,  you  are  acquitted  of  the  charges 
contained  in  the  articles  of  impeachment.” 

Again,  on  January  6,  1825,  two  petitions  from  sundry 
inhabitants  of  Lancaster  County  were  presented  by  Mr. 
Shippen  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  praying  that  a 
committee  might  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  official 
conduct  of  Walter  Franklin,  President  Judge  of  the  Second 
Judicial  District  of  Pennsylvania.  A  committee  was  duly 
appointed,  and  on  March  17,  1825,  articles  of  impeachment 
were  agreed  upon  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  it 
was  resolved  that  “the  articles  of  accusation  and  impeach¬ 
ment  against  Walter  Franklin,  Esq.,  President  of  the  Courts 
of  Common  Pleas  of  the  Counties  of  Lancaster  and  York, 
be  engrossed  and  signed  by  the  Speaker,  and  that  a  com¬ 
mittee  be  appointed  to  exhibit  the  same  to  the  Senate,  and  on 
behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  manage  the  trial 
thereof.”  The  articles  referred  to  were  four  in  number. 
The  first  was,  that  Judge  Franklin  had  delayed  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  justice  to  an  extent  commensurate  with  a 
denial  thereof;  that  cases  on  the  argument  list  were  deferred 
unnecessarily,  under  the  pretense  of  holding  them  under 
advisement  for  a  time  totally  inconsistent  with  a  due  admin¬ 
istration  of  justice,  “  all  being  equally  involved  in  the  general 
habit  of  procrastination.”  The  second  article  complained 
that,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of  Assembly, 
which  directs  that  “the  Court  shall,  at  the  term  to  which 
proceedings  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  are  returnable,  in  pur¬ 
suance  of  writs  of  certiorari,  determine  and  decide  thereon,” 
Judge  Franklin  not  only  neglected  to  hear  these  causes  at 
the  term  to  which  the  writs  of  certiorari  were  returnable, 
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but,  when  heard  at  a  subsequent  term,  he  delayed  the  de¬ 
cision  of  them,  under  the  pretense  of  holding  them  under 
advisement,  for  a  time  calculated  to  defeat  the  salutary 
provisions  of  the  aforesaid  law.  The  third  article  was  to 
the  effect  that  Judge  Franklin  had  evinced  a  want  of  that 
integrity  without  which  confidence  cannot  be  reposed  in  any 
one,  but  which  is  a  peculiar  requisite  of  a  person  clothed 
with  a  high  judicial  character,  namely:  In  the  case  of 
Abraham  Barr,  Christian  Barr  and  Michael  Withers, 
against  Joseph  Withers  and  Cheyney  Pelan,  in  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas  of  Lancaster  County,  judgment  was  entered 
on  a  bond  with  warrant  of  attorney  to  confess  judgment; 
that  afterwards  John  Neff  and  Francis  Kendig  obtained 
judgment  against  the  same  Joseph  Withers,  in  an  action  of 
debt  brought  in  the  same  Court,  and  that  these  two  judg¬ 
ments  became  and  remained  liens  on  the  real  estate  of  Joseph 
Withers;  that  John  Neff  and  Francis  Kendig,  by  their 
counsel,  Amos  Ellmaker  and  Molton  C.  Rogers,  afterwards 
applied  to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  whereat  Judge 
Franklin  presided,  for  a  rule  to  show  cause  why  the  said 
judgment,  obtained  by  Abraham  Barr,  Christian  Barr  and 
Michael  Withers,  should  not  be  vacated,  because  a  judgment 
had  been  entered  on  the  same  bond  in  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  of  York  County  previous  to  the  entering  of  the  judg¬ 
ment  in  this  county ;  that  a  rule  to  show  cause  was  granted, 
argument  was  heard  by  the  Court,  and  the  Judge,  in  his  own 
handwriting,  on  a  slip  of  paper,  handed  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Court  a  memorandum :  “  Barr  and  Withers  vs.  Withers  and 
Pelan,  April,  1814,  No.  138,  issue  to  be  formed  to  ascertain 
the  question  which  judgment  was  first  entered,  judgment  to 
remain  as  security,”  which  directions  were  correctly  entered 
by  the  Clerk;  that  afterwards,  James  Hopkins  and  William 
Jenkins,  counsel  for  Abraham  Barr  and  Christian  Barr,  who 
survived  Michael  Withers,  stated  to  the  Court  that  the  Clerk 
had  made  a  mistake  in  entering  the  issue  directed  by  the 
Court,  which  statement  was  denied  by  Mr.  Rogers,  counsel 
for  Neff  and  Kendig;  but  Judge  Franklin  said  that  he  be- 
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lieved  he  had  the  paper,  which  contained  the  directions  to 
the  Clerk,  at  home,  and  he  left  the  bench,  and,  having  re¬ 
mained  away  some  minutes,  returned  and  produced  a  paper, 
which  he  fraudulently  delivered  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Court 
as  and  for  the  original  paper  containing  the  aforesaid  direc¬ 
tions  to  the  Clerk;  that  afterwards  the  original  paper,  which 
contained  the  directions  to  enter  the  issue  as  first  mentioned, 
was  found  by  the  Clerk  among  the  records  of  his  office  and 
produced  in  open  Court.  Notwithstanding  this,  the  Judge 
refused  to  restore  the  issue  as  first  directed.  The  fourth 
article  of  impeachment  alleged  that,  at  a  Court  of  Oyer  and 
Terminer,  held  in  the  Borough  of  York,  at  which  Judge 
Franklin  presided,  an  indictment  was  preferred  by  the  At¬ 
torney  General  of  the  Commonwealth  against  a  certain 
James  Bradley  and  a  certain  James  M’Dowell,  which  indict¬ 
ment  consisted  of  three  counts:  One  count  charged  Janies 
Bradley  with  the  crime  of  burglary;  another  count  charged 
him  with  the  crime  of  larceny;  and  the  third  count  charged 
the  said  James  M’Dowell  with  being  an  accessory  after  the 
fact  to  the  larceny.  The  Grand  Jury  returned  true  bills  as 
to  the  two  latter  counts,  and  James  Bradley,  being  ar¬ 
raigned,  pleaded  guilty  and  was  sentenced  by  the  Court  to 
undergo  a  servitude  of  two  years  in  the  jail  and  penitentiary 
house  of  the  City  of  Philadelphia.  Afterwards,  James 
M’Dowell  was  arraigned  and  pleaded  not  guilty.  A  jury 
was  called  and  a  trial  was  had;  but,  after  the  jury  had 
retired  to  deliberate  upon  a  verdict,  and  before  it  had  pro¬ 
nounced  the  verdict  in  Court,  Judge  Franklin  set  out  for  his 
residence  in  the  City  of  Lancaster.  After  he  had  left  the 
Court,  the  jury  returned  and  pronounced  a  verdict  of  guilty, 
and,  in  the  absence  of  the  Judge,  the  verdict  was  recorded  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  Court.  A  motion  for  a  new  trial  was  made 
by  counsel  for  M’Dowell,  and  the  case  came  on  for  argu¬ 
ment.  After  counsel  had  commenced  his  argument  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  motion,  Judge  Franklin  informed  him  that,  if 
he  would  withdraw  the  motion  for  a  new  trial,  the  Court 
would  sentence  the  prisoner  to  a  punishment  merely 
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nominal;  whereupon  the  motion  for  a  new  trial  was  with¬ 
drawn,  and,  in  the  absence  of  M’Dowell,  Judge  Franklin 
directed  the  Clerk  to  enter  on  the  record  that  the  Court  sen¬ 
tenced  the  said  James  M’Dowell  to  pay  a  fine  of  one  dollar 
to  the  Sheriff  and  to  undergo  a  servitude  of  one  day  in  the 
public  jail  of  York  County.  It  appeared  in  the  evidence  on 
the  trial  of  M’Dowell  that  Bradley  was  his  indented  servant, 
and  was  not  more  than  fifteen  years  of  age,  and  it  was 
asserted  that  M’Dowell  was  the  contriver  of  the  whole  plot, 
and  that  Bradley  had  acted  under  his  direction  in  perpetrat¬ 
ing  the  crime  of  which  he  was  convicted. 

A  large  amount  of  evidence  was  heard  by  the  Senate, 
sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment,  and  on  April  7,  1825, 
the  case  was  taken  up  for  final  action.  Upon  the  first 
article  being  submitted  to  the  Senate,  the  vote  stood :  Four 
members  said  guilty;  twenty-four  said  not  guilty.  On  the 
second  article,  eight  members  said  guilty;  twenty  said  not 
guilty.  On  the  third  article,  ten  members  said  guilty; 
eighteen  said  not  guilty.  And  on  the  fourth  article,  twelve 
members  said  guilty;  sixteen  said  not  guilty.  Whereupon 
the  President  of  the  Senate  declared  that  it  appeared  that 
there  was  not  a  constitutional  majority  of  votes  -finding 
Walter  Franklin,  Esq.,  guilty  on  any  one  article,  and  it 
therefore  became  his  duty  to  declare  that  Walter  Franklin, 
Esq.,  stood  acquitted  of  all  the  articles  of  impeachment  ex¬ 
hibited  by  the  House  of  Representatives  against  him. 

As  these  proceedings  are  not  contained  in  any  of  the  his¬ 
torical  works  of  the  county,  and  as  various  traditional  ac¬ 
counts  have  been  handed  down  concerning  them,  it  is 
deemed  proper  to  set  them  forth  with  some  degree  of  par¬ 
ticularity.  They  tend  to  show  that  attacks  upon  the 
judiciary,  even  though  unfounded,  come  in  cycles,  and  are 
not  new. 

Two  of  his  sons  and  three  of  his  grandsons  were  members 
of  the  Lancaster  Bar,  and  one  of  the  former,  Hon.  Thomas 
E.  Franklin,  was  twice  Attorney  General  of  the  Common¬ 
wealth. 
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ORISTUS  COLLINS. 

Oristus  Collins  was  born  in  Marlboro,  in  the  State  of 
Connecticut,  on  September  22,  1792.  In  1804,  his  father 
removed  with  his  family  to  Cherry  Ridge,  Wayne  County, 
in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  He  was  educated  at  Oswego, 
New  York,  and  Litchfield,  Connecticut.  He  entered  the 
office  of  Hon.  Garrick  Mallory,  of  Wilkes-Barre,  in  1817, 
and  on  April  8,  1819,  was  admitted  to  the  Bar  of  Luzerne 
County.  He  there  engaged  in  the  practice  of  law.  On 
August  8,  1836,  he  was  commissioned,  by  Governor  Joseph 
Ritner,  as  President  Judge  of  the  Second  Judicial  District, 
then  consisting  of  the  County  of  Lancaster.  He  thereupon 
made  his  residence  in  Lancaster  City,  and  he  continued  to 
live  there  while  serving  as  Judge.  Under  the  Constitution 
of  1790,  the  tenure  of  the  Judges  of  the  Courts  was  during 
good  behavior.  By  the  amendments,  approved  by  the 
electors  at  the  general  election  held  in  the  year  1838,  the 
tenure  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  was  changed  to 
a  term  of  fifteen  years,  and  of  the  President  Judges  of  the 
several  County  Courts,  and  of  the  several  other  Courts  of 
Record,  to  a  term  of  ten  years,  subject,  however,  to  the  con¬ 
dition  of  each  behaving  himself  well.  In  addition,  instead 
of  being  appointed  by  the  Governor,  as  under  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  of  1790,  they  were,  under  the  amendments,  to  be  nomi¬ 
nated  by  the  Governor,  and,  by  and  with  the  consent  of  the 
Senate,  commissioned  by  him.  By  the  second  section  in  the 
schedule  of  the  amendments,  it  was  declared  that  the  altera¬ 
tions  and  amendments  should  take  effect  from  the  first  day 
of  January,  1839;  and  by  the  seventh  section  of  said 
schedule,  that  the  commissions  of  those  in  the  same  class  as 
Judge  Collins,  who  had  not  held  their  offices  for  ten  years 
at  the  adoption  of  the  amendments,  should  expire  on  the 
27th  day  of  February  next  after  the  end  of  ten  years  from 
the  date  of  their  commissions.  On  December  26,  1838, 
Judge  Collins  resigned  his  commission  as  President  Judge, 
and  on  December  27,  1838,  the  day  following  the  date 
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of  his  resignation,  he  was,  without  the  consent  of  the 
Senate,  again  commissioned  by  Governor  Ritner  to  the 
same  office  he  had  before  held.  The  Supreme  Court,  in 
Commonwealth  v.  Collins,  8  Watts,  331,  decided  that  the 
amendments  to  the  Constitution  of  1790  were  adopted  when 
the  result  of  the  vote  of  the  electors  thereon  was  ascer¬ 
tained  from  the  official  returns  and  made  known  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  Senate,  and,  after  that  period,  no  appoint¬ 
ment  to  judicial  office  could  be  made  by  the  Governor  with¬ 
out  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  For  this  reason, 
judgment  of  ouster  on  a  quo  warranto  was  entered  July, 
1839,  against  Judge  Collins,  and  he  was  thus  determined 
not  to  be  entitled  to  hold  his  office.  Upon  his  removal, 
he  returned  to  Wilkes-Barre,  and  he  there  resumed  the 
practice  of  the  law,  which  he  pursued  until  1874.  At  this 
time,  his  son,  Rev.  Charles  Jewett  Collins,  took  charge  of 
the  preparatory  school  of  the  College  of  New  Jersey  (now 
Princeton  University),  and  he  accompanied  him  to  that 
place.  He,  however,  never  withdrew  his  citizenship  from 
Pennsylvania.  In  1881,  he  went  with  his  son  to  Rye,  New 
York,  and  died  there  on  January  29,  1884,  in  the  ninety- 
second  year  of  his  age.  His  remains  were  brought  to 
Wilkes-Barre  for  burial,  and  they  lie  in  Hollenback  Ceme¬ 
tery,  with  an  unassuming  monument  to  his  memory. 


BENJAMIN  CHAMPNEYS. 

Benjamin  Champneys  was  born  in  Bridgeton,  New 
Jersey,  in  January,  1800.  He  attended  Princeton  College, 
but,  upon  the  death  of  his  father,  left  that  institution  in  his 
junior  year.  He  commenced  the  study  of  law  in  the  office 
of  Chief  Justice  Ewing  of  New  Jersey,  at  Trenton,  but, 
removing  to  Lancaster,  finished  his  studies  with  George  B. 
Porter,  Esq.  He  was  admitted  to  the  Bar  on  April  2,  1818, 
being  then  only  eighteen  years  of  age.  In  1822  he  argued 
the  celebrated  Lechler  case.  He  was  appointed  Deputy 
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Attorney  General  for  the  Mayor’s  Court,  and  served  from 
January  Sessions,  1824,  to  January  Sessions,  1830.  He 
was  elected  a  member  of  the  Legislature  in  1825,  and  again 
in  1828.  He  was  appointed  Deputy  Attorney  General  for 
Lancaster  County  from  April  Sessions,  1830,  to  January 
Sessions,  1833,  and  by  Governor  David  R.  Porter,  he  was, 
on  July  8, 1839,  commissioned  President  Judge  of  the  Second 
Judicial  District.  He  resigned  in  the  fall  of  1842,  to  be¬ 
come  a  candidate  for  the  State  Senate.  He  served  in  that 
body  during  the  years  1843,  1844  and  1845,  and  was  then 
appointed,  by  Governor  Francis  R.  Shunk,  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  state.  In  the  latter  office,  he  served  from  De¬ 
cember  18,  1846,  to  July  31,  1848.  He  was  elected  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  the  year  1863  and  to  the 
State  Senate  from  1864  to  1866  inclusive.  He  died  on 
August  9,  1871,  in  Lancaster  City,  and  was  buried  in  Wood¬ 
ward  Hill  Cemetery. 


ELLIS  LEWIS. 

Ellis  Lewis  was  born  in  Lewisburg,  York  County,  on 
May  16,  1798.  He  was  originally  a  printer  and  editor. 
He  studied  law  with  Espy  Van  Horn,  Esq.,  in  Williams¬ 
port,  and  was  admitted  to  the  Bar  on  September  3,  1822. 
In  1824,  he  was  appointed  Deputy  Attorney  General  for 
Lycoming  and  Tioga  Counties,  and  he  thereupon  moved  to 
Towanda,  Bradford  County.  In  1832,  he  was  elected  a 
member  of  the  Legislature,  and  on  January  31,  1833,  was 
appointed,  by  Governor  George  Wolf,  Deputy  Attorney 
General  of  the  state.  On  October  14,  1833,  he  was  named 
by  Governor  Wolf  as  President  Judge  of  the  Eighth 
Judicial  District,  which  was  then  composed  of  the  Counties 
of  Lycoming,  Northumberland,  Columbia  and  Union.  On 
January  5,  1843,  he  was  confirmed  as  President  Judge  of 
the  Second  Judicial  District,  as  the  successor  of  Judge 
Champneys,  who  had  lately  resigned.  By  the  amendments 
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of  1850  to  the  State  Constitution,  the  Judges  became 
elective,  and  Judge  Lewis  was,  in  1851,  elected  as  a  Justice 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  state,  with  Justices  Black, 
Gibson,  Lowrie  and  Coulter,  for  a  six-year  term.  In  De¬ 
cember,  1854,  he  became  Chief  Justice.  In  1857,  on  the 
expiration  of  his  term,  he  declined  a  unanimous  re-nomina¬ 
tion  given  him  by  the  Democratic  state  convention.  In 
1858,  Judge  Lewis,  Charles  R.  Buckalew  and  District  At¬ 
torney  David  Webster,  of  Philadelphia,  were  appointed 
Commissioners  to  revise  the  criminal  code;  but  Judge  Lewis 
resigned,  on  account  of  the  shortness  of  time  allowed  for 
the  work.  After  his  retirement  from  the  Supreme  bench, 
he  lived  in  Philadelphia,  and  died  there  on  March  19,  1871. 
He  is  buried  in  Woodland  Cemetery,  in  that  city. 


HENRY  GRIMLER  LONG. 

Henry  Grimier  Long  was  born  in  the  City  of  Lancaster 
on  August  23,  1804.  He  was  the  son  of  Jacob  Long,  a 
successful  merchant.  He  was  educated  in  the  schools  of  the 
city.  When  seventeen  years  of  age,  he  was  appointed  Clerk 
in  the  Prothonotary’s  office  by  Dr.  F.  A.  Muhlenberg,  and 
he  served  in  that  capacity  for  three  years.  In  1824,  he 
began  the  study  of  law  in  the  office  of  George  B.  Porter, 
Esq.,  and  on  January  19,  1827,  was  admitted  to  the  Bar. 
Shortly  after  his  admission,  he  was  appointed  County 
Solicitor  and  he  occupied  the  position  for  twenty  years. 
In  1836,  he  was  elected  to  the  convention  which  framed  the 
amendments  to  the  Constitution  of  1790;  and  in  1838,  was 
elected  as  a  Whig  to  the  Legislature.  He  served  therein 
during  the  celebrated  Buckshot  War.  In  1851,  he  was 
nominated  and  elected  President  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas  of  this  district,  without  opposition.  The 
Act  of  April  15,  1851,  P.  L.  648,  authorized  the  “election 
of  Judges  in  the  several  districts  at  the  next  general  elec¬ 
tion,”  and  under  this  statute  he  was  the  first  of  our  Judges 
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to  be  elected  by  the  people.  He  served  a  term  of  ten  years 
from  the  first  Monday  in  December,  1851,  and,  being  a 
candidate  for  another  term,  was  defeated  for  nomination  in 
the  Republican  convention  by  Alexander  Hood,  Esq. 
Thereupon,  a  number  of  the  members  of  the  Bar  and  other 
persons  of  the  various  parties  called  an  independent  conven¬ 
tion  and  named  him  as  the  nominee  of  the  People’s  Party. 
At  the  general  election,  he  was  elected  for  a  second  term. 
When  his  second  term  expired  he  retired  to  private  life,  and 
he  died  in  Lancaster  City  on  March  5,  1889.  His  remains 
are  interred  in  this  city  in  Lancaster  Cemetery. 

By  the  wills  of  himself  and  his  daughter,  Catherine  H. 
Long,  two  notable  charities  were  established :  One,  the 
Henry  G.  Long  Asylum  for  Widows  and  Single  Women 
from  the  City  and  County  of  Lancaster,  over  the  Age  of 
Forty-five  Years;  and  the  other,  the  Long  Park.  The  first 
charity  is  managed  by  four  trustees,  originally  appointed  by 
the  Orphans’  Court,  with  vacancies  now  filled  successively 
by  the  trustees  themselves.  Grounds  have  been  beautified 
and  suitable  buildings  have  been  erected  thereon,  located  in 
the  western  section  of  the  city,  and  there  are  accommoda¬ 
tions  provided  for  about  fifty  guests.  The  permanent  en¬ 
dowment  is  about  $300,000.  The  Long  Park  was  laid  out 
on  a  farm  formerly  owned  by  Judge  Long.  A  commission, 
consisting  of  the  executors  of  the  estate  of  Catherine  H. 
Long,  deceased,  namely,  the  Lancaster  Trust  Company  and 
Charles  E.  Long,  and  the  Mayor  of  the  City,  and  the  Presi¬ 
dents  of  Select  and  Common  Councils,  constitutes  a  board 
of  trustees  for  its  management.  It  has  been  laid  out  on 
broad  lines,  and  each  year  adds  to  its  beauty  and  usefulness. 
It  promises  in  the  future  to  be  of  incalculable  benefit  to  the 
city.  No  such  notable  charities  were  ever  before  established 
here. 
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JOHN  BOYD  LIVINGSTON. 

John  Boyd  Livingston  was  born  on  October  14,  1821,  in 
Salisbury  Township,  Lancaster  County.  His  father,  John 
Livingston,  was  a  farmer.  He  was  educated  in  the  common 
schools,  and  also  attended  the  select  school  of  Rev.  P.  J. 
Timlow.  He  taught  in  the  public  schools  of  the  county  for 
four  terms.  In  1845,  he  entered  the  office  of  Thaddeus 
Stevens,  Esq.,  as  a  student  at  law,  and  he  was  admitted  to 
the  Bar  on  January  26,  1848.  In  1862,  he  was  elected  Dis¬ 
trict  Attorney  of  the  county,  and  served  in  that  office  for 
one  term.  In  1871,  he  was  nominated  at  the  Republican 
county  primary  election  for  President  Judge,  and,  in  the  fall 
of  that  year,  was  elected.  In  1881,  he  was  unanimously 
re-elected  Judge,  and,  in  1891,  after  a  severe  struggle,  both 
at  the  Republican  primary  and  at  the  general  election,  he 
was  again  elected,  by  a  majority  of  155  votes  over  his 
nearest  competitor.  In  1901,  he  was  re-elected,  for  a  fourth 
term;  but  his  health  having  become  seriously  impaired,  in 
February,  1904,  he  resigned  his  commission.  Charles  I. 
Landis  then  succeeded  him  as  President  Judge,  and  Aaron 
B.  Hassler  was  appointed  to  Judge  Landis’s  place.  Judge 
Livingston  died  on  October  18,  1906,  and  was  buried  in 
Woodward  Hill  Cemetery,  this  city. 

CHAS.  I.  LANDIS. 


